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1 This action is in response to the communication filed on 5/24/2005. 

2 Response to Arguments 

3 Applicant's arguments filed 5/24/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 

4 persuasive. Applicant argues primarily that: 

5 i. Mizoguchi does not teach a relationship between the icons selected on the 

6 password document and the sequence of password documents that are presented to the user. 

7 ii. Mizoguchi does not teach a relationship between the graphical icons selected on 

8 each of a series of documents and the ordering of those documents. 

9 iii. Mizoguchi does not teach the Unks being html links. 

10 iv. Mizoguchi does not teach detecting the users selection by comparing the sequence 

1 1 of visited web pages with a predetermined sequence. 

12 Regarding the applicants' argument i., that Mizoguchi does not teach a relationship 

13 between the icons selected on the password document and the sequence of password documents 

14 that are presented to the user 

15 In response to applicant's argument, i., and ii., that the references fail to show certain 

16 features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant rehes (i.e., a 

1 7 relationship between the icons selected on the password document and the sequence of password 

1 8 documents that are presented to the user; a relationship between the graphical icons selected on 

19 each of a series of documents and the ordering of those documents) are not recited in the rejected 

20 claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 

21 specification are not read into the claims. See/« re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 

22 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). AUhough the claims recite that selecting the appropriate icon 
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1 produces a corresponding sequence of documents, the claims do not state that selecting incorrect 

2 icons does not produce the same sequence of documents, nor do they recite that the ordering of 

3 the documents presented depends on the particular icons selected in each document. As such, 

4 the examiner does not find the argument persuasive and has maintained the rejection of the 

5 independent claims. 

6 Applicant's arguments, iii., and iv., with respect to claims 22-27 have been considered but 

7 are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by the addition of these new 

8 limitations. 

9 DETAILED ACTION 

10 Claims 3-7, 10-14, and 17-27 have been examined and claims 1-2, 8-9, and 15-16 have 

1 1 been cancelled. 

12 All objections and rejections not set forth below have been withdrawn. 

1 3 Drawings 

14 The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 

1 5 feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the detecting a user's selection by 

16 comparing a sequence of web pages visited with a predetermined sequence of web pages must be 

17 shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

1 8 Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 121(d) are required in reply to 

1 9 the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 

20 sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 

21 even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 

22 should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
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1 must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 

2 be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 

3 drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 

4 renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 

5 application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 

6 pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 

7 be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 



8 objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

9 Specification 

10 The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 

11 claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 

12 following is required: Claims 23, 25, and 27 recite the limitation "wherein detecting a user's 

13 selection comprises comparing a sequence of web pages visited to a previously determined 

14 sequence of web pages", which has not been previously disclosed. See the rejection of claims 

15 23, 25, and 27 under 35 USC 112 1'' Paragraph below. 

1 6 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

17 The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

1 8 The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 

1 9 and using it, in such fiiU, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 

20 pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 

2 1 contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
22 

23 Claims 23, 25, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 

24 comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 

25 was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
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1 relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 

2 claimed invention. 23, 25, and 27 recite the limitation "wherein detecting a user's selection 

3 comprises comparing a sequence of web pages visited to a previously determined sequence of 

4 web pages", which has not been disclosed in the specification. Page 9 of the communication 

5 dated 5/24/2005 recites that "support for this claim language is found in the specification as filed 

6 in the paragraph beginning on page 6, line 16", which is quoted as follows, 

7 Each of the icons may be associated with an HTML link to a corresponding page in the 

8 sequence of documents. As the user selects an icon 201 from each screen 200, the user generates 

9 a sequence of web pages visited. The URL server may then compare the sequence of web pages 

10 visited against a previously determined sequence of web pages to determine if the user is granted 

1 1 access to the restricted information. If the sequence entered by the user matches the previously 

1 2 determined sequence, the server grants the user access to the confidential or restricted 

1 3 information typically without regard to other information associated with the client such as the 

14 client ID. 
15 

16 Although this paragraph does recite comparing the web page sequences, it is not part of 

17 the detecting a user's selection, but instead is part of determining if the user is granted access. 

1 8 As such, it unclear whether the applicants did in fact posses the invention with this particular 

19 limitation. Therefore, claims 23, 25, and 27 are rejected for failing to meet the written 

20 description requirement of 35 USC 112 \^ Paragraph. 

2 1 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

11 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

23 basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

24 A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

25 (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
16 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
11 (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 

28 invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 

29 treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
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1 application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 

2 States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
3 

4 Claims 3-6, 10-13, and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

5 Mizoguchi et al. (US Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0030934) hereinafter referred 

6 to as Mizoguchi. 

7 Regarding claim 3, Mizoguchi disclosed a method, system, and computer readable media 

8 for authorizing access to restricted information on a data processing network (See Mizoguchi 

9 Abstract and Claims), comprising: responsive to receiving a request for a document, determining 

1 0 whether access to the document is restricted (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0026 wherein it was 

1 1 inherent that a determination that the accessed site was password protected in order for the client 

12 machine to have initiated the password routine); responsive to determining that access to the 

13 requested document is restricted, providing at least one password document comprising a 

14 plurahty of icons to a user for selection by the user (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0026 and Figure 4 

1 5 Element 4); detecting a user's selection of one or more icons from the at least one password 

1 6 documents and, based thereon, determining the user's authority to access the requested 

17 documents (See Mizoguchi Paragraphs 0041-0042), wherein providing a series of password 

1 8 documents to the user, each password document comprising a plurahty of icons and prompting 

19 the user to select one of the icons from each of the password documents (See Mizoguchi 

20 Paragraph 0041) and wherein a correct icon on each password document comprises a link to a 

21 next password document such that selecting an appropriate sequence of icons produces a 

22 corresponding sequence of documents (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0041 Lines 9-16). 
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1 Regarding claim 10, Mizoguchi disclosed a computer program product comprising a set 

2 of computer executable instructions for authorizing access to restricted information on a data 

3 processing network, the instructions stored on a computer readable medium (See Mizoguchi 

4 Abstract and Claims), comprising: computer code means for determining whether access to the 

5 document is restricted responsive to receiving a request for a document (See Mizoguchi 

6 Paragraph 0026 wherein it was inherent that a determination that the accessed site was password 

7 protected in order for the client machine to have initiated the password routine); computer code 

8 means responsive to determining that access to the requested document is restricted, providing at 

9 least one password document comprising a plurality of icons to a user for selection by the user 

10 (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0026 and Figure 4 Element 4); computer code means for detecting a 

1 1 user's selection of one or more icons from the at least one password documents and, based 

12 thereon, determining the user's authority to access the requested documents (See Mizoguchi 

13 Paragraphs 0041-0042), wherein computer code means for providing at least on password 

14 document comprises code means for providing a series of password documents to the user, each 

1 5 password document comprising a plurality of icons and prompting the user to select one of the 

16 icons from each of the password documents (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0041) and wherein a 

1 7 correct icon on each password document comprises a link to a next password document such that 

1 8 selecting an appropriate sequence of icons produces a corresponding sequence of documents 

19 (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0041 Lines 9-16). 

20 Regarding claim 17, Mizoguchi disclosed a data processing system including processor, 

21 memory and input means connected via a bus, the memory containing at least a portion of a 

22 computer program product comprising a set of computer executable instructions for authorizing 
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1 access to restricted information on a data processing network (See Mizoguchi Abstract, Fig. 1 

2 and corresponding text and Claims), comprising: computer code means for determining whether 

3 access to the document is restricted responsive to receiving a request for a document (See 

4 Mizoguchi Paragraph 0026 wherein it was inherent that a determination that the accessed site 

5 was password protected in order for the cHent machine to have initiated the password routine); 

6 computer code means responsive to determining that access to the requested document is 

7 restricted, providing at least one password document comprising a plurality of icons to a user for 

8 selection by the user (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0026 and Figure 4 Element 4); computer code 

9 means for detecting a user's selection of one or more icons from the at least one password 

10 documents and, based thereon, determining the user's authority to access the requested 

1 1 documents (See Mizoguchi Paragraphs 0041-0042), wherein computer code means for providing 

12 at least on password document comprises code means for providing a series of password 

13 documents to the user, each password document comprising a plurality of icons and prompting 

14 the user to select one of the icons from each of the password documents (See Mizoguchi 

15 Paragraph 0041) and wherein a correct icon on each password document comprises a hnk to a 

16 next password document such that selecting an appropriate sequence of icons produces a 

17 corresponding sequence of documents (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0041 Lines 9-16). 

1 8 Regarding claims 4, 1 1 , and 1 8, Mizoguchi disclosed determining the user's authority to 

19 access a requested document comprises comparing the sequence of selected icons to a previously 

20 stored sequence and granting authority if the selected sequence matches the previously stored 

21 sequence (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0042). 
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1 Regarding claim 5, 12, and 19, Mizoguchi disclosed reading user identification 

2 information provided with the request and determining authority to access the requested 

3 document based on the selected icons and the user identification information (See Mizoguchi 

4 Paragraph 0042). 

5 Regarding claims 6, 13, and 20, Mizoguchi disclosed that the user identification 

6 information is provided as a cookie portion of the request (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0042 Lines 

7 7-16). 

8 Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

9 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

10 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

1 1 A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 

12 described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 

1 3 sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 

14 been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 

1 5 which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 

1 6 the invention was made. 
17 

18 Claims 7, 14, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

19 Mizoguchi as applied to claims 5, 14, and 21 above, and further in view of Taylor (US Patent 

20 Number 6,209,004). 

21 Mizoguchi disclosed a system for authenticating an access to a secured object through the 

22 use of graphical passwords (See Mizoguchi Paragraphs 0031 and 0041-0042), but failed to 

23 disclose the system providing read-only access to the object. 



Application/Control Number: 09/998,402 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2131 



1 Taylor teaches that passwords can be used to provide varying degrees of access to 

2 documents, including read-only access, depending on the password (See Taylor Col. 4 Paragraph 

3 2). 

4 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

5 invention to employ the teachings of Taylor in the password system of Mizoguchi by providing 

6 varying levels of access privileges depending on the provided password. This would have been 

7 obvious because the ordinary person would have been motivated to provide enhanced methods 

8 and systems for providing more efficient electronic transfer of documents and other electronic 

9 files between computers. 

10 Claims 22-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mizoguchi 

1 1 as applied to claims 3, 10, and 17 above, and further in view of Microsoft Press Computer 

12 Dictionary Third Edition, hereinafter referred to as Microsoft. 

1 3 Regarding claims 22, 24, and 26, Mizoguchi disclosed that in order to bring up the next 

14 image array, the user clicks on image (See Mizoguchi Paragraph 0035) but Mizoguchi failed to 

1 5 disclose how this was accomplished, or more specifically that this was accomplished using html 

16 links. 

17 Microsoft teaches that hyperlinks, or HTML links, provide a connection between an 

1 8 image and another document, and that the user activates the link by clicking on the linked 

1 9 element (See Microsoft Page 240 Definition of a "hyperlink"). 

20 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

21 invention to employ the teachings of Microsoft in the graphical password system of Mizoguchi 

22 by utilizing HTML links in the images in order to bring up the next image array. This would 
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1 have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of invention would 

2 have been motivated to provide the required functionality of clicking an image to bring up a new 

3 document in a manner that was common in the art. 

4 Regarding claims 23, 25, and 27, the combination of Mizoguchi and Microsoft disclosed 

5 that detecting a user's selection comprises comparing a sequence of web pages visited to a 

6 previously determined sequence of web pages (See Mizoguchi 0042 and Fig. 4). 

7 Claims 23, 25, and 27 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

8 over the combination of Mizoguchi and Microsoft as applied to claims 22, 24, and 26 above, and 

9 further in view of McAuley (US Patent Number 6,826,744). 

10 Mizoguchi and Microsoft disclosed determining the users selection (See Mizoguchi 

1 1 Paragraph 0041), but failed to disclose customizing web pages based on the user web page 

1 2 history. 

13 McAuley teaches that web sites can be customized for users based on the user's history 

14 (See McAuley Col. 5 Lines 18-31). 

1 5 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

16 invention to employ the teachings of McAuley in the web system of Mizoguchi and Microsoft by 

1 7 customizing the web pages based on the user's history. This would have been obvious because 

1 8 the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been motivated to tailor the web page to the 

19 user's specific needs. 

20 Conclusion 

21 Claims 3-7, 10-14, 17-21, and 22-27 have been rejected. 
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1 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

2 disclosure. 

3 Elledge (US Patent Number 6,192,478) disclosed an authentication system in which a 

4 user selects key features of an ornamental image instead of entering a password. 

5 Boroditsky et al. (US Patent Number 6,327,659) disclosed an authentication system in 

6 which a user selects a portion of a document, and then a portion of another document, and so on 

7 in order to prove oneself instead of a password. 

8 Kashima (US Patent Number 6,71 8,471) disclosed a system in which a user selects one 

9 portion from each of a number of images and is authenticated based on the selections. 

10 Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 

11 Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 

12 Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

1 3 A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

14 MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 

15 MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 

16 the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 

17 will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

1 8 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 

19 however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 

20 final action. 
21 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew T. Henning whose telephone number is (571) 272-3790. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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